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~~ DID UNITED STATES BACK WRONG 
SIDE IN WORLD WAR 2? 


The following editorial was written by the late William Randolph Hearst and published 
June 23, 1941 during World War II in all of the 27 newspapers which, together with 
a number of magazines published in the United States and England, comprised the 


Hearst publications empire. Mr. Hearst was 
a top authority on world affairs and the 
most successful publisher in the nation. We 
republish this at this time so that people 
who may have been confused as to facts 
may now know them. 


The war between Germany and Russia 
has obviously been developing for a long 
time. 

In the first place, it is the one natural 
conflict in the whole European situation. 

Germany dreads Russia and the poss- 
ibility of an Asiatic invasion of Europe led 
by Russia. — 

Hitler has always opposed Communism. 

In fact, both Fascism and Nazism sprang 
up as political parties to overcome Commun- 
istic anarchy. ~ 

Opposition to Communism was the link 
that ‘united Italy. and Germany in spite of 
their former antagonisms. 

Germany anticipated war with Russia. 

Hitler built his armies for two reasons. 

First, to insure Germany against aggres- 
sion from the West. 


Second, to create a formidable force for 


the successful invasion of the Ukraine, 
Russia’s most valuable and useful province. 





‘ 


Germany has sufficient reason for invad- 
ing Russia and appropriating the Ukraine. 

One reason was that the black soil belt 
of the Ukraine is of immense richness and 
fertility. 

The Ukraine is the granary of Russia. 

The acquisition of that valuable province 
would almost insure Europe against Russian 
invasion. 

The separation of the Ukraine from Rus- 
sia would greatly diminish Russian reserve 
food supplies;-and would make the provis- 
ioning of great armies difficult. 

While the acquisition of Ukraine by Ger- 
many would make the protection and pro- 
visioning of Germany and of Europe easier. 

Still another reason why Germany pro- 
jected the imvasion and acquisition of the 
Ukraine was because a great many German 
farmers.had settled in that section and these 
Germans had been brutally treated by the 
Communist Russian Government for the 
reason that they objected to the Commu- 
nization of their lands. 

Many thousands of these German colon- 
ists had. been slain or sent to Siberia. 

Hitler was pledged to avenge them. 





Germany’s program— before war was 
declared upon her by England— was to 
make long time peace treaties with’ the 








western powers,— Italy, Spain, France and 
England,— and to direct her armies in an 
eastern campaign against Russia, and part- 
icularly against the Ukraine. 

It was mainly for this purpose that the 
Germans occupied Czechoslovakia. It was 
to this end that Hitler offered the 25 year 
peace treaties, in which France, England, 
Italy and Germany would become the con- 
tracting parties. 

Chamberlin was inclined to accept these 
terms. 

But when he came back from Munich, 
carrying his blessed umbrella of peace to 
ward off the storm of war, he found the 
British parliament under the control of the 
radical Labor Party and other elements 
who did not want to see radical Russia 
injured or Nazi Germany strengthened. 

It was an interesting thing to see radical- 
ism and commercialism in England uniting 
to oppose Germany and favor Russia. 

This meant war for England instead of 
peace, and on the Third of September, 1939, 
England declared war. 





Chamberlin was a good man, but not a 
strong man. 

He had not the character to make the 
fight for the peace program of western 
coalition. 

He folded up his old worn peace umbrella, 
and passed out of the picture. 

Then the British plan— which the Duke 
of Windsor denounced— for the encircle- 
ment of Germany began. 
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UNWISE METHOD 


Usually there is a right and a wrong way 
to do something. 


To deface synagogue doors with paint is 
a useless, foolish thing. It is the wrong way. 
In some localities it is just what the Jews 
want and it is not unlikely that they them- 
selves have done this. They have done it 
before. Certain type Jews want and promote 
persecution. Every person who reads this 
has heard the persecution cry since they 
were a child. 


If organized Jews are not doing enough 
to warrant persecution, they will promote 
it. It is magic in opening checkbooks of the 
large Jewish merchants. Otherwise hun- 
dreds.of Zionists_with_the.Anti-Defamation 
League would have to work for a living. 

Certainly many people know now that 
they arranged for the bombing of their 
Atlanta Synagogue. No one will deny Jews 
bombed the King David Hotel in Jerusalem; 
the LONDON NEWS, August 3, 1946 stated 
that the casualities in this atrocity were 
66 dead, 43 missing and 47 injured. The 
Jewish terrorist-gang Irgun Zvai Leumi 
claimed credit for this, the leader being 
Menachem Beigin (characterized in various 
items as a communist from Poland); the 
NY TIMES, November 23, 1948 carried a 
full page ad honoring this terrorist “Who 
Brought Britain to Her Knees.” This adver- 
tisement contained a veritable “Who’s Who” 
of Senators, Congressmen, rabbis, ministers, 
professional, mercantile and business lead- 
ers who were duped into signing this 
advertisement when he arrived in New York 
and Newark N. J. 

Rabbi Elmer Berger in his book - WHO 
KNOWS BETTER MUST SAY SO - (pages 
34, 35, & 36) mentions “Zionist agents began 
to appear in Iraq. Several caches of arms 
were ‘discovered’ in synagogues. Some local 
Jews suspect the arms were ‘planted’ by 
Zionist agents; ‘What did we want with 
them?’ the Rabbi said. ‘Were we going to 
fight all of Iraq—even if our loyalties were 
with Israel, which they were not?’ ” 
Again from the same book: “Meanwhile, 
reports of vast sums of American money 
for Iraqui Jews—really for the State of 
Israel—kept spreading and with the legal- 
izing of emigration, campaigning among 
Jews increased. ... THEN A SYNOGOGUE 
WAS BOMBED. Who was responsible has 
never been finally determined, but the 
Traqui Jews believe it was ALSO THE 
WORK OF ZIONIST AGENTS.” 


It is queer the same type of defacing of 
synagogues occurs simultaneously all over 
the world just a week before AntiDefamation 
League representatives from all over the 


4 





—o— Please turn to page,2. —o— 


ze Preview of Socialized Medicine 


By Congressman Bruce Alger 


a a 
ke 
5th District, Texas 





H.R. 4700, the Forand Bill, wéuld again in- 

éreasé Social Sécuirity taxes (already sched- 
feats double during next 10 years) and 
inter. hospitalization, nursing homie care, 
and surgical service to recipients of Social 
Security benefits. The prospect of socialized 
medicine is no less controversial now than 
before. Many argument’ Have been present- 
ed for and against. I find little to commend 
compulsory health insurance and much that 


condemns it. Therefore, I shall present the 
arguments of witnesses against the Forand 
Bill, which, in total, comprise an over- 
whelming body of material to discredit 
such compulsory health insurance even 
though any one or a combination of these 
argiiments themselves could be eliminated 
from consideration according to each in- 
dividual’s judgment. 
Constructively there are far more sensible 
alternatives, some now in effect, to provide 
medical care for the aged. These include: 
The rapid growth of progressively better 
voluntary health insurance plans. The pres- 
ent State and local assistance programs 
already provide free care for those unable 
to pay. Those on State welfare roles and 
the “medically indigent”, while a community 
problem, hardly justify a vast compulsory 
insurance program covering all of those 
over 65 on OASI. Of the 15 million people 
over 65 today, 6 million are excluded under 


this bill since they are not eligible for social 


security; 9 million others are already cov- 
ered under voluntary medical programs. 
This leaves about 3 million individuals who 
might benefit from H.R. 4700. True, new 
and better insurance plans need to be de- 
veloped, not nullified and killed by federal 
compulsory insurance, alongside which no 
private plan could survive. Better medical 
care is more certain to result from the nor- 
mal incentives of free society than govern- 
ment regimentation and compulsion. 


Specific criticisms include: (1) Compulsory 
federal insurance will kill voluntary insur- 
ance programs, an irreversible step; (2) 
The Forand Bill does not cover those who 
need medical help, but only those over 65 
now covered by OASI; (3) The cost of this 
program is not known, though estimated 
to be between $1.126 and $2.3 billion per 
year at the outset, then going up; (4) As 
the HEW Report states, “The existence of 
a problem does not necessarily indicate that 
action by the federal government is desir- 
able”; (5) Those now over 65 immediately 
will receive medical care free, without any 
contribution, the cost charged to wage 
earners of the future; (6) Since no “needs” 
test is included, those not wanting this 
federal insurance will be forced to accept 
it and pay for it; (7) Health problems of 
the aged are varied, while this plan would 
provide for but a few of them; (8) The 
Forand Bill is a “foot in the door’, its ex- 
pansion necessarily will follow, if only be- 
cause of its own inequities—the age re- 
quirement will be removed; all those cov- 
ered by OASI will be included; and finally 
all citizens, for complete socialization of 
medicine; (9) The alleged free choice of the 
Forand Bill is a misnomer: (a) There is no 
choice whether or not you want this com- 
pulsory health insurance or whether you 
pay, and (b) there is no freedom of selec- 
tion of doctors, hospitals nursing facilities, 
only a choice of those presented to you. 
This is not free choice; (10) If medicine is 
socialized then other services and industries 
will be socialized; (11) There is no “right” 
to have free medical care, food, clothing or 
other necessities (unless the voters so 
choose); (12) Medical and hospital care is 
now available to those who need it and 
cannot afford to pay; (13) The story of 


federal control and regimentatidh fs this— 
Federal administration, certification of doc- 
ors, hospitals and nursing homes, fixing 


of fees and costs, promulgation of regula- | 
‘tions, and enforcement with fines and. pe a 


sentences. These total socialized * 

without recourse; (14) The sedrch for bet- 
ter insurance plans and medical care will 
also be discouraged by federal regimenta- 
tion; (15) Diagnostic service, internal medi- 
cine and other forms of medical aid are not 
covered by the, Forand Bill, thereby creating 
an inequity; (16) Where health facilities 
and services are provided free of cost, a 
tendency can be expected towards excessive 
utilization resulting in overcrowded facil- 
ities, malingering and indigency, the normal 
human reaction (the end result ? poorer 
medical care). Britain’s Socialized medicine 
can teach us the lessons we need to know 
about the unhappy effects of socialized 


medicine on all the people, lessening the - 


quality of medical care. Let us benefit from 
their experience; (17) A government pro- 
gram normally follows this pattern: The 
cost is underestimated and the government 
over-commits itself in extending service; 
(18) No government program is justified 
until the voluntary plans have been found 
inadequate; (19) No federal legislation 
should be forthcoming until the findings 
of the White House Conference on Aging 
in 1961 are known and studied; (20) And 
many others. The great overriding danger 
in the consideration of a compulsory federal 
program is always the same. Does the 
recognition of a “need”, in this case that 
sick people need medical care, immediately 
presuppose a federal solution. I suspect that 
politicians are afraid that “being against 
the proposed federal legislation” will be con- 
fused in the voters’ minds with “being 
against the need itself”, in this case helping 
the aged getting medical care. 
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world meet in Amsterdam Holland, Jan. 25- 
26. Jews have stated: “there is no con- 
tributor like a scared Jew.” 

' If we concede that this is a world wide 
demonstration of dislike for the Jews; why? 
This reminds us of the mother watching 
the parade who believes everyone is out of 
step but her son. 

There is a right way to prevent the ever- 
increasing swarm of European Marxist Jews 
from taking complete control here. We be- 
lieve the practical way is prayer to Jesus 
Christ while exposing the guilty with printed 
facts. That is what we here at COMMON 
SENSE are doing. 

If the opposition dares meet us face to 
face and prove we publish anything but 
facts, we will quit. This we have been say- 
ing in print for 14 years. 


Conde McGinley 


Read and pass on! 





“HE WHO - 
_ Must bie’ 


An anti-Christian filthy film presented by 
ommunists _ to water down ity 
and confuse our peo 80 they will more 
easily accept Comm This film is how 
being promoted in 

students after school fare 

Before you allow the schiddl Alithorities 
to run this screen Play for your: children 
you will be interested in’ knowing who the 
directors are. Two Communist Jews. Jules 
Dassiii and Beh Barzmaii. 

In this film the shepherd boy, the “Christ- 
like” character, attempts to coriimit adultery 
with the harlot who plays Mary Magdalene. 
Judas had first had Mary for his own; a 
feud develops between him and Christ, so 
he stabs Christ. (The year 1921, time of 
the film, marked an actual similar situation 
involving Bolsheviks in Turkey. ‘The original 
novel by. the deceased Commuiiists, Nikos 
Kazantzakis, drew data from this event.) _ 





Pad: ‘be seen by 





Jules Dassin skipped the ‘United States 
to avoid a subpena from. the. House Un- 
American Activities Committee while he was 
directing a play for Bette Davis back in 
1953. When committee investigators sought 
him at the playhouse, he was not available; 
Bette Davis was incensed at the injustice 
of it all at the time. And why did Dassin 
skip this country and not return? 


The Senate Fact-Finding Committee of 
the Committee on Un-American Activities 
of California’s Report for 1948, page 97, 
tells us that Jules Dassin was a member of 
the Executive Board of the Communist- 
front Hollywood Actors’ Laboratory, a train- 
ing unit for communists in entertainment. 

He was also, according. to the 1949 Report 
of the same committee. page 480, a sponsor 
of the Communist-front, Scientific and Cul- 
tural Conference for World Peace, in New 
York, ee _by the National Council 


him as a sponsor of the Communist-front 
“Artists Front To Win the War.” (10/16/ 
42). He signed a protest petition in 1941 
at MGM against a pro-American picture 
made at that studio which attacked a hero 
of the Communist Party, Thaddeus Stevens. 
(House Un-American Activities Committee 
hearing’s on Communist Infiltration in the 
Motion Picture Industry, 10-47, p. 138.) 
Jules (Julius) Dassin was identified as 
a member of the Communist Party, and 
thus ‘dédicéited to the overthrow and destruc- 
tion of the government of the United States 
and the destruction of Christianity, by fellow 
Communists Edward Dmytryk, on April 
25, 1951, and Frank Tuttle, on. May 24, 
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-- WARNING: 





By Helen Allen 
In November of 1945 one of the imost 


_ -‘viciotis. arid insidious attempts to deprive 
- this Republic of its sovereignty;: was. made 


in the -Congress of the United States, Had 
it not been. for the alertness and_ patriotic 
fervor of & group of Senators headed by 


‘Senator Comnally; legislation which bore 


the .@léthents of treason, kiiown as the 
“Motse World Coutt Resolution”; would 
have beeti enactéd into law by which the 
United Natiois WORLD COURT, would 
-haye been vested with suprenie power arid 
jurisdictioh to settle any and all disputés 
occurring in any part of the world. 


Opposition by Senator Connally and his 


_ group of Senators, however, became So hos- 


tile that a Senate majority developed which 
refused to accept the origi:ial draft of this 
‘vile, treason unless it was amended with de- 
finite provisions which wou'd reserye to this 
Nation. the right to determine which of its 
eases Should be heard by the United Nations 
WORLD COURT. Pursuant to the will of 


our people, expressed by a Senate major- 


ity, an amendment introduced by Senator 
Connally was accepted. This, amendment 
provides that the United States shall. not 
accept COMPULSORY JURISDICTION of 
the United Nations WORLD COURT in 


' “matters which are essentially within the 


domestic jurisdiction of the United States,— 
AS DETERMINED BY THE UNITED 
STATES”. The Connally Amendment was 
added to the “Morse World Court Resolu- 
tion”, and in that form was translated by 
the United States Senate, of the 79th Con- 
gress into law . . . The last six words of that 
amendment, “AS DETERMINED BY THE 
UNITED STATES”, — are all that protects 
this Republic from destruction of its Sov- 
ereignty. 

The United Nations WORLD COURT is 
‘composed of 15 judges. ONLY ONE OF 
THESE JUDGES CAN BE AN AMERICAN. 
Nine of these judges constitutes a majority 
of the quorum which is enough for a de- 
cision. FROM THAT DECISION THERE 
IS NO APPEAL. From this it should be 
easily understood that, without the Con- 
nally Amendment “reservation”, the United 
Nations WORLD COURT could easily in- 
vade the field of our domestic laws, already 
confused and muddled with international 
law by various commitments under the 
“United Nations, as interpreted by Chief 
Justice Warren’s Supreme Court, and the 
treason cult in our State Dept..—for ex- 
ample, Genocide laws, Civil Rights, Metro- 
politan Government, Urban Renewal, For- 
eign Aid, and the Supreme Court’s 24 de- 
cisions in favor of Communist leaders. 

Last August, 1959, the American Bar 
Association held their 82nd annual con- 
vention at Miami Beach, Florida. At the 
second general session, according to pub- 


- lished information, William P. Rogers, At- 


torney General of the United States, and 
head of the Justice Department, addressed 
the membership of some 70,000 professional 
lawyers whose minds have been trained to 
know fact from fancy, and presumably to 
know when they are not hearing both sides 
of a case. Mr. Rogers persistently held the 
platform, obviously for the express purpose 
of calling for an American Bar Association 
resolution to be addressed to the U. S. 
Senate, FOR A REPEAL OF THE CON- 
NALLY AMENDMENT, now a part of the 
“World Court Law”. Rogers further told 
the lawyers assembled, that the United 
Nations World Court has practically noth- 
ing to do, and that it behooves this Nation 
to give it some cases by removing the Con- 
nally Amendment so that it could take up 
any United States cause. at issue without 
the present necessity of Government per- 
mission. Then, said Rogers. “the World 


Our Counfty in Jeopardy 


nil LAE SENATOR FROM Teka 


TOM CONNALLY 
A 
Court would become the great instrument 
for ‘world peace through law’, that it was 
designed to be,” 

Rogers’ plea for “world peace” by means 
of United States submission to the United 
Nations World Court made the “liberal” 
newspaper headlines, but there was abun- 
dant audible muttering from the distin- 
guished audience of professional lawyers. 
The applause was merely perfunctory; in 
fact it was the consensus of opinion, freely 
expressed, that the 82nd annual convention 
of the American Bar Association had pro- 
vided the leftist “liberal press” with the 
viggest ammunition dump since “agrarian 
reformers” took over China. 


During the past few years, an intense, 
concerted drive has been set in motion to 
soften public opinion to the repeal of the 
Connally Amendment. This became partic- 
ularly noticeable on September 2, 1959, 
when plotting of the conspiracy became 
apparent to those who still remain alert 
for the welfare of this Nation. On that day 
Attorney General William P. Rogers made 
a speech at the New York University Law 
Centre. His subject was “International 
Order Under Law”. In this speech Mr. Rog- 
ers attempted to “prove” that the American 
people could trust the United Nations World 
Court by saying, “The International Court 
of distinguished jurists has not engaged. or 
attempted to engage in usurpation of juris- 
diction which does not belong to it. Nor. is 
there any reason to believe it ever would”, 
But,— Mr. Rogers closed his speech on 
September 2, 1959, by telling his audience 
the time has come to “re-examine” the 
“domestic jurisdiction reservation” ciause, 
of the Connally Amendment, which is now 
a part of thee “WORLD COURT LAW”,— 
in other words to work for the repeal of 
that vital amendment. 


Repeal of the Connally Amendment would 
place every citizen of this Republic in jeo- 
pardy. At any time, in any place, for any 
trumped up charge brought by the United 
Nations against any citizen, as, for instance, 
non-conformity with World Government, 
racial prejudice, violation of unconstitutional 
civil rights laws, etc., etc., that citizen 
would be liable to arrest and trial before 
an alien tribunal presided over by judges of 
the World Court (alien to our national 
philosophy and way of life), and who could 
inflict sentence of imprisonment in any 
foreign land. 

Repeal of the Connally Amendment re- 
moves all barriers against “treason unlimiit- 
ed”, The proponents of this vile scheme are 
now working full time for its accomplish- 


ferred 
Pee, 





ih by attempting to condition public 
opition for its acceptance. On March 24, 
1959, Senator Humphrey introduced a 
resolution to strike Gut.the six .words “as 
determined by the United States”, from 
the old Morse resolution; of 1945-46; Strange- 
ly enough, Vice-President Nixon, in -his 
speech before the Academy of Political Sci- 
ence in New York,,on April 13, 1959, . re- 

the Con ally Amendment as a ma- 
jor,, obstacle the ideal, goal of “world 
through law”. He said, “ The danith- 
istration will shortly subinit to Congress, 
spegenmendations modifying this ‘reservatidn 


In thus advocating this new look in how- 


| _ to lose-our-National- sovereignty, Vice Presi- 


dent Nixon appears to have joined hands 
with some queer playfellows. Perhaps Mr. 
Allen might suggest some maneuvers by 
which the Vice President, Senator Hum- 
phrey, Supreme Court Justice Douglas, At- 
torney General Rogers, Congressman Porter 
(Oregon), Charles Rhyne, former president 
American Bar Association, Arthur Layson, 
former ghost writer for President Eisen- 
hower, and many more, known for their 
appeasement attitudes towards Communism, 
could be curbed of their intense enthusiasm 
for surrendering our National sovereignty 
to the, United Nations World Court by re- 
peal of the Connally Amendment with its 
last, six words,—‘“as determined by the 
United States’, — our vital protection 
against forcing this Nation (according to 
United Nations Charter to which United 
States is a signatory) to bow down to an 
alien, anti-American United Nations World 
Court of 15 judges, only one of which (Green 
H. Hackworth) is allowed to represent the 
United States. 


It should be noted here that, at the time 
of the United Nations Charter ratification 
and the debate over the World Court, Sec- 
retary of State Christian A. Herter (then 
a Congressman), introduced a joint reso- 
lution under which the President would be 
“authorized” and “requested by Congress”’ to 
accept the jurisdiction of the World Court, 
—a court composed of 14 foreigners and 1 
American; a plan under which American 
citizens could be transported overseas for 
trial, and deprived of the Constitutional 
safeguards accorded them in this country. 


. Has anyone forgotten the Status of Forces 
Treaty? 

The Soviets celebrate May 1 by world- 
wide Communist demonstrations. In accord- 
ance with President. Eisenhower’s high 
sounding proclamation last year, we now 
celebrate May 1 as Law Day, — a day 
when we are to pay tribute to law, and 
order, and justice. Alert citizens, however, 
suspect the proclamation to be a forerunner 
of concerted drive to set in motion a “soft- 
ening up” of public opinion to repeal of the 
Connally Amendment. This suspicion was 
amply justified later when speeches, built 
around the insistent theme that the Con- 
nally Amendment must be repealed , were 
frequently made by Vice President Nixon, 
Attorney General Rogers, and Charles S. 
Rhyne, president of the American Bar As- 
sociation. If this treasonable scheme is ac- 
complished during the second session of the 
86th Congress, we can celebrate, on May 1, 
the destruction of our National sovereignty 
as we become a United Nations province of 
subservient zombies under the domination 
and jurisdiction of its World Court. All, 
with the blessing of the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration and the “treason cult” in the 
State Department. 

A study of the foregoing statements should 
most certainly urge every citizen of this 
Republic to demand ftom every member of 
Congress an emphatic rejection of the whole 
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KH communism is treason! 


WORLD WAR 2 
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One by one the nations around Germany 
were brought into an anti-German alliance 
—all but Russia. 

What was the matter with Russia? 

Special ambassadors were sent by England 
to Russia to bring that great nation into 
the circle; but Russia hesitated. 

She feared Germany. 

She had internal troubles. 

Moreover, she could secure nothing by 
an alliance with England equal to what 
she would secure by an alliance with 
Germany. 

England and Germany bid for Russia’s 

Germany won. 

The Russian alliance was a bitter pill for 
Hitler; but he swallowed it. 

There was nothing else to do—for the 
moment. 

It meant peace with the eastern power 
he wanted to attack. 

It meant war with the western powers with 
which he wanted to make alliance. 

But it also meant salvation from economic 
strangulation. 

So he took his medicine and carried out 
his part of a bad bargain. 

What has happened now completely to 
change the situation, and to return Hitler 
to his old plan of invading the Ukraine? 

First, encirclement of Germany is no 
longer possible. 

Norway, Sweden, Finland, Hungary, Ru- 
mania, Bulgaria are all more or less on 
the side of Germany. 

Even France has made some common 
cause with Germany, and Turkey, England’s 
former ally, has nee a treaty with Ger- 
many. 

But these things are jin not the 
immediate cause of the invasion. 

It is evident that Russia took all she 
could get out of Germany and then “double 
crossed” her, in the expressive phrase of 
slang. 

Russia took part of Finland in the face of 
German protest. 

Russia insisted on half of Poland and all 
of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. 

She then demanded and received Bess- 
arabia. 

Now Russia is accused of contemplating 
the annexation of all of Finland, and even 
of endeavoring to restore her former dom- 
inion over Norway and Sweden. 


Russia’s demands on Germany’s compli- 
ance were too great. 
Russia’s benefactions were too little. 


Russia did not even carry out the agree- 


ments she had made. 

She employed her own Communist meth- 
od of sit-down or slow-up strike. 

She defaulted on oil and grain shipments. 

She demanded more lands, more concess- 
ions, more power than Germany was willing 
to allow. 

The old antagonisms grew apace. 

Armies vicre massed on each frontier. 

Finland srd Rumania for their own pro- 
tection have joined with Germany. 

The Uixsaiie has been invaded. 

War is on between the great military 
power of the East and the great military 
power of the West. 

We are back to where we started from. 

Let us hope that Occidental peace can 
still be made and Europe united against the 
expansion of Asiatic Communism. 


| en ee 
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“PR” STIDHAMS SKIPPER, U.K.C. 
NO. 165,708 — American Bull Terrier 





The answer to the intruder who may climb 
through your window any night. Your wife 
or daughter is safe with one of these dogs 
on guard. They are entirely different. 
Affectionate, safe companion for your chil- 
dren. Cannot be bluffed or beaten off once 
they attack. Reliable protection. $100 male 
or female. Registration papers furnished. 
Pups between two and four months. 


Write for more information. Visit us if in 
neighborhood. 


Charles Roberts 
530 Chestunt St., 
Union. New Jersey 


Common Sense vouches for reliability of 
above advertisement. 
cements 0 etait 
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KEY TO FREEDOM 

THIRD ZIONIST WAR 

KNOW YOUR ENEMY 

WORLD WIDE BETRAYAL 
JEWISH ANTI-COMMUNISM 
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Send your dollar in any form, 
including stamps of any denomination, 
and we will send you this package 

of patriotic literature. 


BE INFORMED 
THEN PASS ON TO OTHERS 





OUR COUNTRY IN JEOPARDY 


—o— Continued from page 3. —o— 


vicious plot. Members of Congress, whether 
in your district or not, should be deluged 
with protests by airmail, telegram, and 
telephone. Make sure that any member of 
Congress who votes for repealing the Con- 
nally Amendment will be turned out of 
office with the help of your vote at election 
time. 

“A vote, by any member of Congress, to 
repeal the Connally Amendment, is a vote to 
reduce this once proud and powerful Nation 
to the status of a mere province subject to 
the supreme power of the World Court of 
the inept United, Nations Organization. 

—— | 





MH feghd | it with common dense! 
“HE WHO MUST DIE”. _ 


—o— _ Continued from page 2~——0o— 
1951. (See page’ 44 of the Annual Report : 





-for 1952 of the ‘House Un-American Ac- : 


tivities Committee, issued on December 28, | 


~ 1952.) 


Dassin “has- had the effrontery to’ ‘return | 
briefly to this country recently’ (N. Y. ‘Tirfies ; 
theatre clipping by A. H. Weiler,“ undated) : 
to make arrangements to ‘do ‘the screen ; 
version of James T. Farrell’s s: “Studs Loni- : 
gan” trilogy rai produce : 
independently. Farrell has a Communist- ' 
front record (Appendix IX, see-index)- and! 
his trilogy has been banned at various 
times as obscene, lascivious, pornographic. 
After “Celui Qui Doit Mourir” (“He Who 
Must Die”), Dassin planned to’ do “La® ‘Ler’ 
(“The Law”), a dramatization vf* thé ‘hover 
by Roger Vailland, another Spent 


propaganda vehicle. wie 
And what of the co-author of the: aah 


Barzman? ee SES 

He also has been identified’as a td 
of the Communist Party by Leo Townsend, - 
September 18, 1951; Martin Berkeley, ‘Sept. 
19, 1951; Charles Daggett, Jan: 21, 1952; 
Stanley Roberts, May 20, 1952; Roy’ Hug-: 
gins, Sept. 29, 1952; George Glass; Jan: a4; . 
1952. 

And Ben Barzman’s wife, Novind was: 
identified as a member of the Communist 
Party by: Leo Townsend, Sept. 18, 1951; 
Roy Huggins, Sept. 29, 1952. (See HUAC 
Annual Report for 1952 as listed under 
Dassin.) 

The Annual Report of the same committee 
for 1953, released 2/8/54, p. 29, lists. further 
identifications of Ben Barzman and his wife 
as members of the Communist Party:. 
Robert Rossen, May 7, 1953, and Pauline 
Townsend, March 12, 1953, identified Ben 
Barzman, 

Pauline Townsend, March 12, 1953, also 
identified Norma Barzman. 

Ben Barzman was an instructor at the 
Communist People’s Educational Centre .in 
Los Angeles in 1947. (HUAC Communist 
Infiltration of the Motion Picture Industry, 
10/47, page 343); he was a member,-as was 
his wife, of the Communist Hollywood 
Writers’ Mobilization, and identified- as--a 
Communist Party member, with. his. wife, 
at that time, by Judith Raymond... (HUAC 
Investigation of Communist Activities in 
the State of California, Part 10, 4/54, page 
4981.) Leopold Atlas identified Ben “Barz- 
man as a member of the Communist Party. 
(HUAC Investigation of Communist: Act- 
ivities in the Los Angeles Area, Part 5, page 
940, 12/52 to 4/53) Ben Barzman was a 
member of a panel of the Communist Holly- 
wood Writers Congress in 1942,--sporsored 
by the Hollywood Mobilization listed earlier. 
(See Atlas listing for Source.) ‘And fizially, 
Nicholas Bela identified Ben Barzman:- (HIU- 
AC Communist Methods of Infiltratién’'(En- 
tertainment, Part 2), 12/54, page 7264.) 

Anyone who knowingly pfomotes this 
Christ-hating fim by these identified’ revo- 
lutionaries, with its agitation-propaganda, 
blasphemous-obscene content, on the youth 
of America is a Traitor To Our Country. 

SPREAD THIS INFORMATION: AMONG 
YOUR FRIENDS. 


in pee 
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